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response" can educate good human beings or sociologists who talk of "equalization of satisfaction value" can help the society of man, I simply refuse to believe him. In *i:i interesting article on this type of "pedagese" in The American Scholar (Winter, 1942-19431, tlie writer quotes such interesting curiosities from teachers who are supposed to teach our young and to communicate some kind of enthusiasm for learning. "The Reduction of Data Showing Non-Linear Regression for Correlation by the Ordinary Product-Moment Formula; and the Measurement of Error Due to Culvilinear Regression" %vas the title of a paper read before the Psychology Section of the American Association for the Advancement of Learning! The development of a child's interest in history or geography or wit or wisdom is to be discovered by "an extension of the Kelley-Wood and the Kondo-Eiderton Tables of Abscissae of the Unit Normal Curve, for Areas l^a) between .4500 and 49999 99999." When I see such teachers, shall I not say like Jesus: ''Suffer the little children to come unto me'? The machine has been substituted for the man, and one could feel from the use of these mechanical terms that the human mind itself is being changed and that a kind of scientific formalin is taking the place of human blood in our blood-vessels. Through the Funeral Directory of Science we must go and have our blood replaced by formalin before we can come out as university professors and teachers of this age. The human mind itself is a "track/' single or double. God Himself is a sort of Centre of Gravity. Only the dollar is still a dollar, unless it is fifty-nine cents.
And so, before we can understand ourselves and this age, we must understand the roots of our present thinking, and see how we came to think in this curious twentieth-century way at all. Why have the standards changed? Why has our conception of man changed?